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RE FUT AT ION 


Of the CHARGES brought by 


Wn. VANDERSTEGEN, Eg. 
AGAINST 


Mr. THOMAS WESTON, &ec, 


To be accuſed of miſconduct, and not to 
reply to have credit and character attack- 
ed without making reſiſtance, and to re- 
main ſilent when called upon to ſpeak, how- 
ever innocent we may feel ourſelves, might 
be conſidered, by the public, as a tacit 
acknowledgement of the truth of thoſe 


charges brought againſt us, It 1s not alone 
B ſufficient 
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ſufficient that a man is conſcious of his 
own rectitude, but it is requiſite, likewiſe, 
that the Public ſhould be convinced of it. 
Mercantile reputation, like female chaſtity, 
is ſuſceptible of the ſlighteſt breath of ſlan- 
der: it is not calculated even to bear ſuſ- 
picion, but muſt inſtantly encounter the ſhaft 
of malice, by being armed with the ſhield 
of truth for protection. 

Under that ſafeguard we can ſecurely 
meet Mr. Vanderſtegen, and his detachment 
of Affidavits; and make not the leaſt 
doubt but ſubſtantial juſtice will give us 
the victory. Strongly impreſſed with this 
idea we ſubmit the following ſheets to the 
peruſal of the Public. 

In reſpect to the libellous charges brought 
againſt the Commiſſioners of the Salt 
Office, for negiect of duty, ſo. far as that 
reſpects our conduct, or the conduct of 
our ſervants, it certainly is incumbent on 


us 


1 


us to anſwer. We can eaſily perceive that 
Mr. Vanderſtegen's malice is pointed, in 
a very envenomed manner, againſt thoſe 
gentlemen, becauſe they, by neglecting 
to pay reſpect to his informations, appa- 
rently proved that his complaints were 
either unfounded, or frivolous; and as 
there is no one act hurts a complainant 
more than that of the inattention of 
the party he applies to, it is not at all 
unnatural that his mind, when rankled 
by diſappointment, ſhould, in the un- 
guarded moments of revenge, charge the 
Commiſſioners with the criminality of ac- 
complices, in a guilt, which in his cool- 
er moments of reflection, he muſt re- 
tract, as an act of meanneſs almoſt bor- 
dering on impoſſibility. He boldly aſſerts 
that there muſt haye been a connivance 
between thoſe gentlemen and us; but the 


proof to ſubſtantiate that fact is a moſt mi- 
| B 2 ſerable 
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ſerable one: it is that they did not pay 
reſpect to his complaints. This is ſome- 
thing ſimilar to a ui tam attorney alledging, 
that the Court and the Defendant were 
leagued together, becauſe his action was 
diſmiſſed as frivolous and litigious. 

As to Mr. Vanderſtegen's enmity to us, 
that is eaſily accounted for. We refuſed 
to take any more of his near relation's, 
Mrs. Amelia Stewart, of Portſea, Salt; 
and for the beſt of all good reaſons---it 
did not anſwer our purpoſe, and we were 
loſers by the connexion. We ſet it down 
to this cauſe; as for a ſeries of antecedent 
years there was no complaint from Mr, 
Vanderſtegen to the Commiſſioners, al- 
though the uſage of the Meters, and the 
Officers was at Zhat time as it now is. No- 
thing was then wrong; but the moment 
that the Thames Street Company dropped 
all connexion with Mr, Vanderſtegen's 


relation, 
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relation, Mrs. Stewart, then that Com- 
pany and the Salt Meters, the Cuſtom- 
Houſe Officers, and the Commiſſioners 
were the worſt men exiſting, and the Re- 


venue was defrauded of 100,000 pounds 
per annum. This is the text---the Pub- 
lic will naturally make the comment with- 
out our aſſiſtance. Indeed it is pretty evi- 
dent, from Mr. Venderſtegen's own ſtate- 
ment, in page 6 of his pamphlet, that 
the words love of public juſtice” which 
he ſo frequently mentions, are only uſed 
as a maſked battery to cover his attack 
upon our credit and reputation; for had 
the intereſt of the proprietors of the Marine 
Salt been preferred to the intereſt of the 
proprietors of the Refincries, and the 
Thames Street Company continued to be 
loſers by taking the former, Mr. Vander- 
flegen would never have ſo miraculouſly 


diſcovered that the CoMMIsSIONERS neg- 
lefted 
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lected their duty; that the Mrrzks were 
rogues ; and the Thames STREET CoM- 
PANY unfair dealers with government. Diſ- 
appointment will often drive men, of no 
very bad diſpoſition, to acts which, in 
the proſperity of their wiſhes, they would 
ſpurn at, as diſgraceful to their character: 
but when a man, hurried away by his 
paſſion, is once determined on miſchief, 
there is no knowing to what extent the 
violence of his temper may carry him, or 
how far he will leap beyond the bounds 
of truth, and out of the limits of probabi- 
lity. 

The firſt charge in Mr. Vanderſtegen's 
book, * that the Officers have been negli- 
gent of their duty,” may or may not be 
true. We have nothing to do with that ; 
but to the irt, ſecond, and third inſtan- 
ces of the SxcoNp CyaRGE, we have 
this to ſay— That the ſhips herein ſtated 


to 


CE 
to have been cons16NED to Mr. Weſton, 
WERE NOT cons1Gnep to him: And 
that the fact is ſo, we take upon us, in the 
moſt ſolemn manner, to aſſert and to prove. 
We ſhall not, however, avail ourſelves of 
that advantage here, which, in a court of 
Law, would totally overthrow all that Mr. 
. Vanderſtegen has advanced- for when the 
premiſes are found to be falſe, the conclu- 
hon of courſe falls to the ground. We 
ſhall allow, for argument ſake, that they 
were conſigned to Mr. Weſton; and that 
the weight of the Salt had, in a ſmall 
meaſure, encreaſed by what it gained from 
the humidity of the Atmoſphere, and that 
ſuch an encreaſe was a benefit to the 
Confignee, Will Mr. Vanderſtegen dare 
to ſay that this was a wilfully intended 
fraud upon government? If he dares, then 
he himſelf is the moſt guilty man alive ; 
for from February 10, 1786, to March 17, 


1789, 


1 
1789, he, for his ſiſter, advantaged him- 


ſelf in the ſame manner from the ſur- 
pluſſages of numerous cargoes from Portſea 
to London. It muſt be here underſtood, 
that where there is any ſuſpicion of fraud, 
ſuch as that of a Veſſel having actually on 
board more Salt then there was Duty paid 
for, and that the encreaſe was not from 
the humidity of the air, then it is juſtice 
to the Revenue to ſeize the ſurplus; but 
where the encreaſe finally ariſes from na- 
tural cauſes, the merchant is ſurely enti- 
tled to that advantage in order to make 
good what he loſes by Hg and other cir- 
cumſtances. 

As a proof of this fact we can give one 
or two inſtances, out of many. The GAL- 
L ANT, Captain Robert Johnſon was con- 
ſigned from Liverpool, about July, 1790, 
to Weſton and Co. She made Hort up- 
wards of 6 tons, and no allowance was 


made 
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made. to the merchants for the duty paid 
on thoſe 6 tons. 


1793. Ton. Q.. B. 
Feb. 3. The IESIR E, Capt. Neſeman, 
came rr 1 0 
Made out clean - «- - 83 2 4 


Made out fol 7 1 


On this there was a total Loſs of = =» 7 1 4 
For which no allowance was made. 


We likewiſe produce this evidence to 
contradict the ridiculous idea ſent forward 
by Mr. Vanderſtegen, that government are 
defrauded .of {100,000 a year on the Salt 
Duties, We call the idea ridiculous, be- 
cauſe the whole Port Duty on Salt does 
not amount to more than / loo, ooo per 
annum, and out of that it is impoſſible the 
revenue could be defrauded of one third, 
when that duty is paid at the place where 
the ſalt is manufactured, and before the 

C veſſels 
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veſſels ſail which have it on board. Mr. 
Vanderſtegen will not dare to aſſert, as a 
true fact, that “ each ton of ſalt imported 


« into London encreaſes, by being ex- 
% poſed to the air, double its original 
« weight, and that this encreaſe becomes 
« the property of the conſignee, without 
« any duty to government :” and if he 
does not ſwear to this effect, his aſſertion 
of the revenue loſing loo, ooo per annum 
CANNOT BE CREDITED. He has gone as 
cloſely as poſſible into the Minutie of what 
he calls the frauds practiſed: he has ſe- 
lected all the inſtances he could find, and 
procured deputy meters and porters to 
prove what thoſe frauds amount to; yet 
from 1786 to 1792, a period of ſix years, 
he has only been able to make out, on 
oath, that the revenue loſt about £165, 
which is thort of the {100,000 he men- 
tions, by the enormous. ſum of £99,967. 

It 


If this be not a contradiction between his 
ASSERTION and his PROO PHS, then Mr. 
VJanderſtegen is the moſt accompliſhed and 
ingenious reaſoner that ever this world 
produced; for he can reconcile two ſpe- 
cies of evidence, which diametrically op- 
poſe and confute each other, to the ſub- 
ſtantiation of one and the ſame fact. 

A ſtrong inſtance, where Mr. Vander- 
tegen differs with his Affidavit-men, is in 
his ſecond inſtance of the third Charge 
reſpecting Captain Trannha, the Cargo 
of Salt brought by whom, he ſtates to be 
conſigned to the Collector of the Salt Duties, 
in London, without any mention of the 
cauſe of ſo extraordinary a conſignment. 
This we have not the ſmalleſt doubt was 
done with a deſign to injure that gentleman 
in the opinion of the public. But as the 
Father of Malice often brings his choſen dii- 
ciples into an embarraſſment, in order to 

make 


1 
make them more deſperate, ſo it happens 
with Mr. Vanderſtegen in this caſe; for on 
examination it appears that this veſſel was 
not conſigned to the collector; and the oath 
produced to verify the ſecond inſtance of the 
third charge ſeems to be of that opinion, 
from the lucky interjection of the monoſyl- 
lable ox, between the Collector's and Mr. 
Weſton's names. The fact, however, is lite- 
rally thus: Mr. Vanderſtergen has aſſerted a 
direct falſity — The ſhip was conſigned to Mr. 
Weſton under the following circumſtances : 

This cargo of Salt was originally ſhipped 
at Grain Iſle, from the then works of Meſſrs. 
Stephens and Hatterſley. The Collector of 
that place having omitted either receiving 
the duties in money or ſecuring them by 
bond, prior to the veſſels failing, the Collector 
at the port of London, upon her arrival, 
ordered this cargo of Salt to be detained 
till the duties were paid, or bona fide ſecured. 

After 


161 


After a conference held with the Solicitor, 
and an explanation given by the Proprie- 
tors, the full duties were paid down by 
Thomas Weſlon and Company, and the Col- 
lector permitted the Salt to be delivered. 
As this was literally the truth, and the 
Salt conſigned by Stephens and Hatterſley 
to Weſton and Co. and bought by them, 
ſo far from any deſign of deceiving or im- 
poling upon the Revenue, every caution 
practicable ſeems to have been exerciſed in 
the port of London to prevent it; any im- 
putation therefore of blame or fraud muſt be 
deemed a ſcandalous and unjuſt reflection on 
the parties, with an inſiduous deſign of preju- 
dicing their character in the eye of the pub- 
lic. This can be proved by indiſputable teſ- 
timony ; and it is a very remarkable circum- 
ſtance that this is the only inſtance of any 
cargo of ſalt being brought into the port of 
London for ſeveral years paſt, where the full 


duties 


En 


duties were not actually paid to his Majeſty, 
antecedent to its delivery at the works. 
After ſuch ſtrong inſtances of Mr. Van- 
derſtegen's diſregard to ſubſtantiated facts, 
no man can give credit to what he aſſerts, 
unleſs there is the oath of ſome reſpectable 
witneſs to verify it. We, therefore, ſubmit 
to the public, whether in this inſtance, the 
charge is not unworthy of any degree of faith, 
as is every other part of his pamphlet, even 
where a d-puty Meter or a common Porter has 
aſſiſted him with an oath. Indeed he ſeems 
to have had that opinion of himſelf, or he 
never would have brought before the public 
ſuch auxiliaries to ſtrengthen his pamphlet, 
auxiliuries, to whom, by his own confeſſion, 
the Commiſſioners, after ſifting the whole 
of his charges to the bottom, thought no ſort 
of credit was due. 
The obſervations made by Mr. Vanderſtegen 
on what he deems the iniquity of Yorrington's 


gIVIN 8 
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giving Loo for a principal Meters place that 
hitherto ſold for £450 are truly curious. His 
ideas are that this extraordinary ſum was 
given, in order that Mr. Meſton might, by 
having a perſon that was once his ſervant, in 
that office, more eaſily defraud the Revenue. 
This is a deduction equally falſe, as it is ma- 
licious, and muſt have proceeded from a 
mind tainted with principles diſgraceful to 
an honeſt breaſt. The cauſe of Yarrimg- 
ton's giving more than the uſual price, was, 
that he conſidered, under the authority of his 
appointment, he had a right to do the duty 
himſelf, or have the privilege to appoint his 
own deputy, for which deputation he could 
receive 300 guineas, perhaps more. And 
ſurely by this plan the public Revenue was 
leſs liable to be defrauded, than when the 
buſineſs was left to deputy Meters, over 
whom if principals did not act, there was no 
check at all. In reſpect to the honeſty of 

Robert 
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Robert Jones, in whoſe praiſe Mr. Vander- 
tegen has ſaid ſo much, he may be a good or 
he may be a bad man—but to either of theſe 
points, if we are to meaſure Mr. Vander- 
ſtegen's veracity by the tenor of his aſſer- 
trons, what he ſays will carry very little con- 

viction with it. | 
Mr. Vanderſtegen has, indeed, given Mr. 
Jones a moſt excellent character, and ſo far 
as an ipſe dixit may tend to prove the fact he 
is welcome to enjoy its benefits. But if the 
ſolemnity of an oath gives validity to evi- 
dence, we take the liberty of referring our 
readers to affidavit E. They will there find 
ſomething more impreſſive than common re- 
port in reſpect to the conduct of this deputy 
Meter, — ſomething to ſully that immaculate 
. gloſs with which Mr. Vanderſtegen has 
varniſhed the virtues of his amiable friend. — 
Indeed we have referred to ſome perſons, 
and we can bring them forward to prove the 
fact, 


41 
fact, that there is great reaſon to ſuſpcet this 


ſame Jones has often ſent ſhort weight to the 


Merchant in order to increaſe, or rather 


create a ſurpluſſage. There are ſome poſitive 
inſtances to ſubſtantiate this aſſertion. That 
his conduct has not been marked with that 
fair and unſhaken virtue which his friend 
Vanderſtegen aſcribes to it, we take the li- 


berty to aſſert from one of our company 


having in his poſſeſſion a ſecurity given by 


this very Jones for his future good behaviour. 


It is a bond with a penalty annexed to it, and 


bears date the 17th. July, 1787. The cauſe: 


of the proſecution was his having endeavour- 


ed to injure the character of Meſſrs. Weſton 


and Co. by falſe aſſertions. 

If Jones had not antecedently offended the 
Laws of Juſtice, there would not have been 
any occaſion for his being bound not to com- 


mit ſimilar tranſactions in future. 


As to what reſpects Meſſrs. Bowley, 


Clark, and Co. in Mr. Vanderſtegen's 
D pamphlet, 


— — e 


— — — — — — — 
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pamphlet, we ſhall leave the juſtification of 
their conduct to themſelves, but we have 
very little doubt that the accuſation brought 
againſt them is of a ſimilar malicious and 
unſupported nature, as thoſe which the ſame 
iþſe dixit accuſer has brought againſt us. 

We cannot avoid making a remark on the 
concluſion of Mr. Vanderſtegen's letter to 
the Commiſſioners of the Salt Office, when 
they, ſuſpecting his veracity, ordered him to 
produce affidavits of the charges he brought. 
This concluſion is in theſe words, © I am 
« ſorry that the practice of your Board is dif- 
&« ferent from thoſe 7 /i af, in not admitting 
„ the parties. Had that been done, I 
« ſhould have hoped to have ſucceded in my 
plan without producing th ſerimus conſ#- 
* quences you compel me f do; for the de- 
* mand in your letter authoriſes me to ex- 
„ pect that you proſecute the evidence for 
* PERJURY it you do not judge the perſons 
charged guilty.” —The literal Engliſh of 

this 


( 9 [3 
this 1s, (for it wants tranſlation) that Mr 
Vander ſtegen very much fears his Afidavit- 
men may be proſecuted for perjury. The /e 
| rious conſequences, to which he ſays “ be 
i compelled ” cannot be conſtrued into any 
other meaning. 

When a man is varying from the line of 
trurh it is very difficult to ſteer clear from 
detection, We find Mr. Vanderſtegen in 
this predicament, when he writes to the 
Commiſſioners thus, If the ApPIDAVvITS 
delivered are not ſ#ficiently ſatisfactory, I 
have OTHER CHARGES to bring for- 
« ward of /imilar frauds and other miſconduct. 
The meaning of which is, that if the oaTHs 
he has produced to ſubſtantiate the CHarGes 
already brought are diſcredited, he will bring 
forward NEW CHARGES; ſo that in future 
he means to ſubſtitute As$ERT1ONs for 
OATHS. 

The only candid part we can diſcover in 


Mr, Vanderſtegen's pamphlet, is where he 
| 2 acknowledges 


(% 
acknowledges that his Siſter, or relation, 
Mrs Amelia Stewart, as he terms her, re- 
ceived ſome of that little gain, which, in 
other perſons doing ſo, he calls a capital 
offence. He does, indeed, attempt an ex- 
culpation by ſaying that “ he ordered ſuch 
« things ſrould not be repeated, as he was de- 
« termined no longer to abide by the prac- 
„% 7172.” '-—And yet, as we mentioned in a 
former part of this addreſs, Mr. Vanderſte- 
gen's Siſter actually made a conſtant practice 
of availing herſelf of every little advantage 
that the -ncreaſe of wwerrhrt, in Salt, gave her. 
If he denies it, he ſhall have all the particu- 
lars — Dates, Ships names, Tonnage, * &c. 
but he dare not, bold as he is in the aſſertion 
of untruth, meet that fact with a negative. 
Averring, on our part, that this is a truth, 
we have only to demand what becomes of 


Mr. Fanderſtegen's Lovs or Jus Trick, when 


there is no record or any other veſtage of his 


going 


„ 


going to the Commiſſioners with an acknow- 
ledgement of his having improperly profited 
ſo much, and of his defire to reſtore that 
illicit profit to the revenue. If he thought it 
i/licit he muſt be a rogue to ſuffer his relation 
to retain it, and if he deemed it farr gain, 
what becomes of his Love of Fuftice in con- 
ſidering that to be criminal in others which 
he thought uſtifiable in her. In each caſe 
this conduct muſt meet public odium. The 
perſon who could do this is either a defrauder 
of the Revenue, or a falſe accuſer, becauſe 
when he exculpates himſelf from acting un- 
juſtly, and at the fame time charges another 
with guilt for a SIMILAR CONDUCT to his 
own, he confeſſes, beyond the power of re- 
futation, that he is either the one or the 
other. | 

To the aſſertion and to the reaſoning of 
ſuch a man what credit can be given ? His 


own conſcience muſt tell him that he has 
deviated 
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deviated from that path of rectitude, and 


thoſe principles of honour, which can alone 
lead a man into the road of PUBLIC ESTEEM. 
Even his boſom friend, his dear coadjutor 
in public juſtice, Robert Jones, the deputy 
Meter, will acknowledge the truth of 
this obſervation; for his conduct we are 
apt to believe, and his general repute 
were the cauſe of his teſtimony meeting 
with ſach diſcredit from the Commiſ- 
fioners. 

Yarrington, by all accounts, is a very 
fober, honeſt, induſtrious man. Jones bears 
a different character. The former never 
leaves his buſineſs until it is finiſhed—the 
latter is not proof againſt the temptation of 
the Porter Houle, and is often abſent. And 
here it may not be improper to remark, that 
if the buſineſs was to ſtand ſtill while a de- 


puty Meter is enjoying himſelf, few falt 


ſhips would be diſcharged with that regular 
diſpatch 


16 


diſpatch that is requiſite to the trade. 
Hence it is that ſhips unload in the abſence 
of Meters, and that other perſons take the 
account. But to make the irregular atten- 


dance, the ebriety or negligence of ſuch of- 


ficers a charge of guilt againſt the Merchants 


is a ſtretch of wanton malice that merits the 


ſevereſt chaſtiſement. 


Having mentioned Yarrington as a man 


of ſobriety and honeſty, it may be neceſſary 


to call a witneſs to his character, and we 
cannot bring one more ty the purpoſe than 
Mr. Vanderſtegen's relation, Mrs. Amelia 
Stewart, of Portſea, and her agent, Mr. 
Thomas Seddon; for Yarrington was her ſer- 
vant in the very fame manner that he was 
ſervant to the Thames Street Company, 
and Mrs. Stewart paid him for what he 
did through her agent. It is indeed ſome- 
what ſtrange that Mr. Vanderſtegen ſhould 


have omitted this circumſtance. 


a 

Mr. Vanderſtegen charges Mr. Weſton 
with bribing the officers: Mr. Weſton 
poſitively denies the fact, and defies his 
calumniator to produce any one inſtance 
of ſuch a tranſaction; nay he never gave 
ſo much as the ſmalleſt gratuity to a me- 
ter or officer. 

As the ſtory related by Mr. Vanderſtegen 
reſpecting the Anne of Liverpool is a miſ- 
tatement of facts, artfully drawn up with 
a deſign of proving that Mr. Weſton meant 
to defraud the revenue of 286. it is re- 
quiſite to confute ſo infamous an aſſertion, 
in the ſtrongeſt manner. We have therefore 
collected the real facts, every one of which 
can be proved on oath. 

The veſſel took in at Liverpool 7250 
Buſhels of Refined Salt, the property of 
Nat. Aſhton, Eſq. proprietor at that place, 
the duties for which were paid (as is always 


the practice) before it was put on board, and 


for 
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A 


for which quantity a certificate was granted, 
Mr. Aſhton gave directions for a further 
ſhipping, and the falt was placed along fide 
of the veſſel in flats to be weighed into her. 
But in conſequence of a diſagreement between 
Mr. Aſhton and the Collector of the Salt 
Duties at the Port of Liverpool as to the 
mode and place of re-weighing the ſaid fur- 
ther ſhipping. 1214 buſhels was ſhipped in 
addition to the 7250, for which the Collec- 
tor refuſed to grant a certificate without an 
order from the Commiſſioners. Mr. Aſhton 
made application without delay both to the 
Commiſſioners of the Cuſtoms and Salt Du- 
ties, wherein he fully explained the particu- 
lar circumſtances of the caſe, and as the full 
duty for the 1214 buſhels was actually paid, 
previous to the delivery of the Salt at Mr. 
Aſhton's Works, he obtained permiſſion from 
each board for the landing and delivery of the 
whole to his order ſo that it was utterly im- 
ID poſſible 
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poſſible to have committed any impoſition or 
fraud upon the Revenue, even was there a 
wiſh ſo to do. 

And in page 45 of Mr. Vanderſtegen's 
Pamphlet, there is another wilfull miſrepre- 
ſentation reſpecting the ſhip Robert, M 
Elroy. She is there ſtated to have made out 
cizhty-two tons, one quarter, eight buſhels, 
when ſhe actually made no more than ſeventy- 
ſeven ton, one quarter, eight buſhels, clean. 
There were five tons foul, and ſhe loſt four 
tons, two quarters, two buſhels. This was 
recovered by Mr. Aſhton of Liverpool. Mr. 
Vanderſtegen has not thought proper to 
produce any affidavit to his aſſertion reſ- 
pecting this ſhip. His accuſation is mere 
ipſe dixit. 

Of the foregoing tranſactions, wilfully 
miſtaked by Mr. Yanderſtegen, that gen- 
tleman has very prudently deemed it impru- 
dent to produce any oath. There are penal- 


ties 


- — — — 
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ties indeed annexed to perjury which operate, 
in ſome perſons minds, more powerfully than 
the fin of ſwearing falſely, and it is very 
lucky that ſo much foreſight was adopted on 
this occaſion, as almoſt every ſyllable he has 
committed to print reſpecting this ſhip and 
cargo is notoriouſly falſe. We aſſert it to be 
| fo, and call upon him to affert the contrary 
if he can. | 

The induſtry of Mr. Vanderſtegen to ruin 
the characters of the Thames-ſtreet Company 
was indefatigable, for when he found that 
the Commiſſioners would not believe any 
complaints he made, unleſs proved by the 
oaths of reſpectable witneſſes, he applied to 
the Corporation of the City of London, who 
referred him to the Committee of City Lands; 
but from them he got much the ſame degree 
of credit that the Commiſſioners gave him. 
Foiled in all theſe reſpectable quarters he 
flies to the preſs for revenge, where jumbling 


a few 


— 


. < nw 
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a few truths with numerous falſhoods, he 


produces a book replete with invectives of 
the moſt malicicus tendency, attacking our 
reputation with an unwarrantable licentiouſ- 
neſs that can only proceed from the blackeſt 
malignity of heart. 

In reſpect to the right of the principal 
Salt Meters to appoint their own deputies, 
that is a matter with which we have no ſort 
of concern, but as Mr. Weſton's name was 
introduced, on -a late trial, in conjunction 


with that of Mr. Yarranton's, and that 


an expreſſion was dropped during the diſ- 


charge of a cargo of ſalt, then ſaid to be 
conſigned to Mr. Weſton. We made a very 
ſtrict enquiry into the fact, and do find that 
the evidence on that trial fo far as it reſ- 
pects the perſon who made the expreſſion, 
the name of the ſhip, and the perſon her 
cargo was conſigned to, like Mr. Vander- 
tegen's other aſſertions, is far removed from the 


truth 
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truth; and therefore that the public may 


not be led away by falſe facts, we think it 
proper to ſubjoin the following Affidavits on 


that ſubject : 


— Eats 
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LONDON, (7 wit} 


William Yarranton, of Bull Court, Tooley 
Street, Southwark, one of the principal Salt 
Meters of this City, maketh Oath and faith, 
that ſome time in or 'about the month of 
April laſt, he, this deponent, went on board 
the ſhip, or veſſel, called the Nancy, Cap- 


tain London, bclonging, or conſigned to the 


houſe of Meſſrs. Latham and Davis, in or- 
der to work the cargo out of the ſaid ſhip, as 
one of ſuch principal Salt Meters of this 
City, and which ſhip was the only one this 
deponent ever wholly worked out, without 


the preſence and aſſiſtance of a deputy Salt 
Meter ; And this Deponent faith, that he 


did not, in diſcharging the faid Cargo, give 


any unfair, or improper over meaſure ; 


And laſtly, this Deponent faith, that he 
did 


6 


did not, at any time, whilſt on board the 
ſaid ſhip, make uſe of the words, or fay, 
that there was no harm in cbeating the King, 
or any other words to that or the like pur- 


port or effect. 
William Yarranton. 
Sworn at the Manſon Houſe, 


London, this 17th. Dec. 1792, 
before me, Paul Le Meſurier, Mayor. 
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LONDON, /t» wit} 


Henry Turner Latham, of Pudding Lane, 
London, Salt Merchant, maketh Oath that 
the ſhip, or veſſel, called the Nancy, Cap- 
tain London, and which, as this deponent 
verily believes, is the fame ſhip as was on 
a trial lately had between Robert Fones, 
Plaintiff, and William Yarranton, Defen- 
dant, at Guildhall, London, called the 
London, Captain Thompſon, was, at the time 
mentioned on the faid trial, conſigned to this 
Deponent, and Thomas Davis, his partner, 
and that the houſe of Veſton and Com- 
pany of Thames Street, London, Salt 


Merchants, had no concern, or intereſt, 


in the ſaid ſhip, or cargo; And this De- 


ponent further faith, that the cargo of the 
ſaid ſhip was worked by the ſaid William 


Yarranton, 


61 


Yarranton, as one of the principal Salt 
Meters of this City, and was, as this De- 
ponent verily believes, the only ſhip he 
completely worked as ſuch, without the 


concurrence and joint aſſiſtance of a De- 


puty. 
Henry Turner Latbam. 
S worn at the Manſion Houſe, 


this 4th Day of January, 1794, 
before me, Paul Le Meſurier, Mayor. 
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LONDON to wit. 


Thomas Short, of Brick Lane, Spitalfields, 
in the County of Middleſex, Fellowſhip 
Porter, maketh Oath and ſaith, that he, this 
Deponent, well knows William Y. arranton, 


one of the principal Salt Meters of this City, 


and this Deponent ſaith, that ſome time in 


or about the month of April now laſt paſt, 
he was on board the ſhip, or veſlel, called 
the Nancy, Captain London, when her cargo 
of ſalt was delivering in the River Thames, 
and this Deponent faith, that one Thomas 
Curtis, a Salt Officer, in the preſence and 
hearing of this Deponent, charged the ſaid 
William Yarranton, as ſach principal Salt 
Meter, with giving too large, or great mea- 
ſure, which the ſaid William Yarranton de- 
nied; and this Deponent faith, that upon 

| this 


1 


this occaſion, ſome words paſſed, and a per- 
ſon who was then by, declared, that he 
thought there was no harm in cheating the 
King, or to that purport or effect; and this 
Deponent faith, that the ſaid words, or any 
other to the like purport, or effect, were 
not uſed by the ſaid William Yarranton. 


Thomas Short, 


S worn at the Manſion Houſe, 
London, this 17th Dec. 1793, 
before me. Paul Le Meſurier, Mayor. 
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LONDON {to vit. 


Charles Gay, of Montague Street, Spital- 
fields, in the County of Middleſex, Fellow- 
ſhip Porter, maketh Oath, and faith, that 
he this Deponent well knows William Yar- 
ranton, one of the principal Salt Meters of 
this City ; and this Deponent faith, that 
ſome time in, or about the month of April, 
now laſt paſt, he was on board the ſhip, 
or veſſel, called the Nancy, Captain London, 
when her Cargo of Salt was delivering in 
the River Thames; and this Deponent faith 
that one Thomas Curtis, a Salt Officer, in 
the preſence and hearing of this Deponent, 
charged the ſaid William Yarranton, as ſuch 
principal Salt Meter, with giving too large, 
or great meaſure, which the ſaid William 
Yarranton denied. And this Deponent faith 


that 


1 
that, upon this occaſion, ſome words paſſed; 
and a perſon who was then by, declared, 
that he thought there was no harm in cheat- 
ing the King, or to that purport or effect. 
And this Deponent faith, that the faid 
words, or any other to the like purport, or 


effect, were not uſed by the faid William 
Tarranton. 


Charles Gay. 


Sworn at the Manſion Houſe, 
London, this 18th Dec. 1793, 
before me. Paul Le Meſurier. Mayor. 
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LONDON, (to wit 


E. Toſeph Lock, of Portland Street, Ratelif 
Highway, in the County of Mzadleſex, one 
of the Salt Officers for the Port of Lon- 
don, maketh Oath, that ſome time in or 
about the month of March, in the year one 
thouſand ſeven hundred and ninety-two, one 
Robert Jones, who is a Deputy Salt Meter 
of this City, did deliver five tons of Salt out 
of the ſhip or veſſel called the Neptune, Cap- 
tain Joſeph Parker, without the knowledge 
ot concurrence of this Deponent. And this 
Deponent faith, that during the time the faid 
ſhip was delivering of her cargo, the faid 
Robert Jones informed this deponent he muſt 
charge five tons of Salt more than he, this 
Deponent, had already done; for that he, 
the faid Robert Jones, had delivered that 


quantity 
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quantity before this Deponent came on board 
in the morning, notwithſtanding he, the 
faid Robert Jones, had promiſed this Depo- 


nent he would not begin to work the ſaid 
ſhip, or veſſel, before he, this deponent, came 


on board her. And this deponent further 
ſaith, that the ſaid Robert Jones, when the 
cargo of the ſaid ſhip was worked out, re- 
queſted this Deponent to give him back the 
aforeſaid five tons of Salt, which he, this 
Deponent, refuſed to do. 


Toſeph Lock. 


Sworn at the Manſion Houſe, 
| this 4h Day of January, 1794, 
before me, Paul Le Maſurier, Mayor. 
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The above teſtimonies are rather unlucky 
circumſtances againſt the veracity and charac- 
ter of Mr. Vanderſtegen's acquaintance, who, 
though we do not charge him with wilful 
and corrupt perjury, yet has ſworn to certain 
facts which are denied upon oath by four 
perſons to be the truth. 

As there is not any thing more in Mr. 
Vanderſtegen's Pamphlet which calls for our 
notice, and truſting to every unprejudiced 
mind that we have clearly proved the aſſer- 
tions brought againſt Mr. Weſton and the 
reſt of the Thames-ſtreet Company, unwar- 
rantable in their concluſions, falſe in moſt of 
the premiſes, and malicious in their intent, 
we ſhall take leave of our accuſer, and con- 
ſigning him to the remorſe of his own con- 
ſcience, when the hour of reflection ſhall 
| convince him of his error, give him this 


piece of advice never to deviate from the 
Some 
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paths of honour and truth to indulge malice 
or gratify revenge. 7 

Some perſons may perhaps think that the 
language of our reply carries with it too much 
aſperity—if they do we refer them to the 
atrocious calumny with which we have been 
attacked, when no doubt they will agree with 
us that he who attempts to aſſaſſinate reputa- 
tion is entitled to no mercy in the chaſtiſe- 


ment he has earned. 


THoMas WxSsTON & Co. 
In the Name of the Thames Street 
Company of Salt Importers. 
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